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Pendinfe Claims 11, 12. 22 24, 29 and 30 . In ihe Non-Final Office Aprion, 
Examiner Dinh objecieU to and rejected pendmg claims 11,12, 22-24, 29 and 30 on 
various grounds The Applicant responds to each rejecuon as subsequently recited 
herein, iind rcspectii^Uy requests reconsideration and further examination of the 
present application under 37 CFR §1.112: 

A. Exammer Dinh rejected claims 1 U 12. 22, 23 and 29 under 35 

u s e. §l02(a) as being anticipated by DE Paient No. lOO 12 207.3 
to Bockle et al. 

The Applicant has thoroughly considered Examiner Dinh's remarks 
concerning the patentability of claims II. 12, 22, 23 and 29 over^oc*/^. The 
Applicant has also thoroughly read BocMe. To warrant this anticipation rejection of 
claims 1 1 . 1 2, 22, 23 and 29. Bockle must show each and every limitation c^f 
independent claims 1 1. 22 and 29 m as complete detail as in contained m independent 
claims 1 1, 22, and 29, See. MPEP §2131. The Applicant respectfully tt^verses this 
anticipation rejection of mdependeni claims 11, 22 and 29, because Bockle teaches 
away from the following limitations of amended independent claims 1 1. 22 and 29: 

1, *' Av herein the series cOTinection of said first resonant capacitor and 
said first LED array is exclusive to said first resonant ca paciior and said 
first LED array " as recited in amended independent claim 1 1 ; 

2 " wherein the scries connection of said first reso nam impedance circuit 
and said firsi LED array is exclusive lo said fir si resonant impedance circuit 
and said first LED array' ' as recited in amended independent claim 22; and 



PAGE 18/2S ' RCVD AT 7/28/2004 2:29:01 PM [Eastern Daylight 



JUL-28-04 01:34PM FROM-CLG FAX 



•^18479057113 



T-502 P. 19/25 F-989 



July ?7, 2004 
Case No.: US010726 (7790/69) 
Serial No.: 10/037,490 
Filed; December 28, 200 1 
Page 16 of 20 

3. '^ wherein said series connection of said resonant impedance means and 
a first LED array of the ai least one LED anrav h exclusive to said resonant 
impedance means and said first LED array " as recited in amended independent 
claim 29 

Specifically, as illustrated m FIG. 1, ^ocAte teaches away from an exclusive 
series connection of a resonant impedance circuit LI/C3 and a LED array DI/D2 by 
teaching an additional connection of a capaciior C2 to the senes connection of the 
resonant impedance circuit LI/C3 and LED array Dl/02, 

Withdrawal of the rejection of independent claims 1 1 , 22 and 29 under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 02(a) as being anticipated by Bockle is respeciftiHy requested. 

Claims 12 depends from amended independent claim 11. Therefore, 
dependent claim 12 includes all of the elements and limitations of amended 
independent claim II. li is therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant 
dependent claim 12 is allowable ower Bockle for at least the same reason as set forth 
herein with respect to amended independent claim 1 1 being allowable over Bockle 
Withdrawal of the rejection of dependent claim 12 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Bockle is respectfully requested. 

Claim 23 depends from amended independent claim 22. Therefore, dependent 
claim 23 includes all of the elements and limitaiions of amended independent claim 
22. It is therefore respectfully submined by the Applicant thai dependent claim 23 is 
allowable over Bockle for at least the same reason as set fonh herein with respect to 
amended mdependeni claim 22 being allowable over Bockle. Withdrawal of the 
rejection of dependent claim 23 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Bocklf is respectfully requested. 
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B- Exaroiner Dinh rejected claims 22, 23 and 29 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(c) as being anticipated by U.S. Paient No. 6,411, 045 Bl to 
Nerone ei al. 

The Applicant has ihoroughly considered Exsjmintfr Dmb's remarks 
concerning ihe patentabiliiy of claims 22, 23 and 29 over Nerona, The Applicant has 
also thoroughly read Nerone, To warrant this anticipation rejection of claims 22. 23 
and 29, Nerone must show each and every limitation of independeni claims 22 and 29 
m as complete detail as in contained in independent claims 22 and 29. See, MPEP 
§2131. The Applicant respcccfully traverses this anticipation rejection of independent 
claims 22 and 29, because Nerone teaches away from the following limitations of 
amended independent claims 22 and 29: 

1. -wherein the senes connection of satd first resonant imt>edance ciT^m 
and said first LED array is exclusive to said first resonant impedance circuit 
and said fir&i LED array" as recited in amended independent claim 22; and 

2, " >vherein said series conncciion of said resonant impedance means and 
a first LED array of the at Itn^i one LED array is exclus ive to said resonam 
impedance means and said first LED array " as recited in amended independent 
claim 29. 

Specifically, ai illustrated in FIGS. M. Nerone teaches away from an 
exclusive series connection between a resonant impedance circuit 150/155 and the 
iUusmned LEDs by teaching an additional connection of a matching capacitor 160 to 
the series connection of resonant impedance circuit 150/155 and the LED arrays as 
illustrated in FIGS. I -4, and by teaching a connection of a full bridge wave rectifier 
42U and an inductor 430 between resonant impedance circuit 150/1 55 and the LED 
arrays as illustrated in FIG. 4. 
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Withdrawal of the rejection of independent claims 22 and 29 under 35 U S.C. 
§ 102(e) as being anticipated by Nerone is respecrfully requeiitcd. 
Claim 23 depends from amended independent claim 22, Therefore, dependent claim 
23 includes all of ihc elements and limitations of amended mdependeni clami 22. It is 
therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that dependent claim 23 is allowable 
over Ni£rone for at least the same reason as set fonh herein with respect to amended 
independent claim 22 being allowable over Nerone. Withdrawal of the rejection of 
dependeni claim 23 under 35 U.S,C. §l02Cc) as being anticipated by Nerone is 
respectfully requested, 

C. Examiner Dinh rejected claims 24 and 30 under 35 U.S.C, §l03(a) as 
bemg unpatentable over D£. Patent No. 100 13 207.3 to Bockle in 
view of WO 01/01385 Al to Reyniond 

CUiiti 24 depends from amended independent claim 22. Therefore, dependent 
claim 24 mcludes all of the elements and limitations of amended independent claim 
22. It is therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that dependent claim 24 is 
allowable over ^^cA^/e* in view of Reymond for at least the same reason as set forth 
with respect to amended independent claim 22 being allowable over Bockle, 
Withdrawal of the rejection of dependeni claim 24 under U.S.C §103(a) as bein^ 
patentable over Bockle in view of Reymond is therefore respecifUlly requested. 

Claim 30 depends from amended independent claim 29. Tlierefore, dependent 
claim 30 includes all of the elements and limitations of amended independent claim 
29. It is therefore respectfully submitted by the Applicant that dependent claim 30 is 
allowable over BockJ& in view of Reyrnond for ai least the same reason as set forth 
with respect to amended independent claim 29 bemg allowable over Bockle 
Withdrawal of the rejection of dependent claim 30 under U.S.C, §l03(a) as being 
patentable over BockU in view of Reymond is therefore respectfully requested. 
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New Claimji 31-38 , Examiner Dinh objecpsd to claims 13,14 and 25-28 as 
bemg dependent upon d rejected base claim, but allowable if rewritten independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any mtervening claims 
The Applicani has cherefore added new claims directed to the subject njatter of claims 
13, 14 and 25-28. First, the Applicant has nrwrinen dependent claim 13 mto a new 
independent claim 3 1 mcluding all of the limitations of base claim 12 and dependent 
claim 13. 

Second, the Applicant has* rewritten dependent claim 14 into a new 
independent claim 32 including all of the limitations of base claim 12 and dependent 
claim 14. 

Third, the Applicant has rewritten dependent claim 25 into a new independent 
claim 33 including all of the limitations of base claim 22 and dependent claim 25 
Claims 34 and 35 depend from independent claim 33 and include the subject matter of 
dependent claims 23 and 24, respectively. 

Finally, the Applicant has rewrinen dependent claim 27 into a new 
independent claim 36 including all of the limitations of base claim 22 and dependent 
claim 27. Claims 37 and 38 depend firom independent claim 25 and include the 
subject matter of dependent claims 23 and 24, respectively. 

An allowance of new claims 3 1 -38 is therefore respectfully requested. 
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SUMMARY 



Examiner Dmh's rejecxions of claims 11. 12, 22-24. 29 wd 30 have been 
obviated by ihe amendmems herein to claims 1 1 , 22 and 29. The Applicant has 
supported an allowance of new cUims 3l-3iJ over the art of record. The Applicant 
therefore respectfully submits that claims 1 1-38 as listed herein fully satisfy the 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. §§ 102, 103 and 1 12. in view of the foregoing, favorable 
consideration and early passage lo issue of the present application is respectfully 
requested. If any points remam in issue that may best be resolved through a personal 
or telephonic interview. Examiner Dinh is respecrfuUy requested to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 



Dated: Julv 28, 2004 



Respcctfiilly submitted, 
BERND CLAUBERG, aL 



PHILIPS INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY Robert J Kraus 

Sc STANDARDS Registration No. 26,358 

P O. Box 300 1 Attorney for Applicants 
BriarcUff Manor, NY lOSlO 
Phone:(914)333-9634 

Fax: (914)332-0615 ^ ///^/ y 




CARDINAL LAW GROUP 
Suite 2000 



Attorney for Applicants 



1603 Orrington Avenue 
Evanston, Illinois 60201 
Phone: (847) 905-7111 
Fax, (847)905-7113 
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